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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 , 4-9, 23-24, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Parikh et al. (US Pat# 6,408,177) in view of Katseff et al. (US Pat 
Appl# 2001/0028703). 

Regarding claim 1, Parikh et al. call management system teaches an 
arrangement configured to restrict, in a restrictive operating mode, a functionality of a 
radio interface to a wireless communication to a radio communications network (Col. 3 
line 60-Col. 4 line 38); an arrangement configured to display (Col. 2 lines 57-61), when 
there is a call in the restrictive operating mode, the restrictive operating mode to a caller 
and to make available a plurality of communications functions, at least one 
communications function selectable by the caller (Col. 3 line 60-Col. 4 line 38); and an 
arrangement configured to activate a communications function selected by the caller 
(Col. 3 line 60-Col. 4 line 38). Note, caller is a broad term and still reads on the prior art 
of record even though applicant states otherwise. Parikh et al. disclose the interface 
resided at the network instead at the customers premise. Therefore, Parikh et al. fails 
to teach an interface near the premise of the user. 
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Katseff et al. automatic answering telephone system teaches a functionality of a 
radio interface near the premise of the user to a wireless communication to a radio 
communications network (Sections 0013-0015). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate an interface 
near the premise of the user as taught by Katseff et al. into Parikh et al. call 
management system in order to increase safety and restrict unwanted calls (Section 
0010). 

Regarding claim 4, the combination including Parikh et al. teaches wherein the 
user interface is configured to suppress a call signal in the restrictive operating mode 
(Col. 3 line 60-Col. 4 line 38). 

Regarding claim 5, the combination including Parikh et al. teaches wherein one 
of the communications functions includes cutting a communications link "6. Reject Call" 
(Fig. 7b). 

Regarding claim 6, the combination including Parikh et al. teaches wherein one 
of the communications functions includes connecting the caller to a mailbox "2. Send 
Call to Voicemail" (Fig. 7b). 

Regarding claim 7, the combination including Parikh et al. teaches wherein one 
of the communications functions includes activating a call signal "1 . To Take Call" (Fig. 
7b). 

Regarding claim 8, the combination including Parikh et al. teaches wherein one 
of the communications functions includes maintaining a communications link and 
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activating a call signal after a determinable time period has expired "7. To Hold Call for 
Pickup" (Fig. 7b). 

Regarding claim 9, the combination including Parikh et al. teaches wherein a first 
one of the communications functions includes cutting a communications link "6. Reject 
Call" (Fig. 7b), a second one of the communications functions includes connecting the 
caller to a mailbox "2. Send Call to Voicemail" (Fig. 7b), a third one of the 
communications functions includes activating a call signal "1. To Take Call" (Fig. 7b), 
and a fourth one of the communications functions includes maintaining a 
communications link and activating a call signal after a determinable time period has 
expired "7. To Hold Call for Pickup" (Fig. 7b). 

Regarding claim 23, Parikh et al. teaches restricting functionality of the 
communications system during operating as a function of predefined conditions (Col. 3 
line 60-Col. 4 line 38); and offering a plurality of communications functions to a user for 
selection when there is an incoming call in the operating mode with restricted 
functionality (Col. 3 line 60-Col. 4 line 38). Parikh et al. disclose the interface resided at 
the network instead at the customers premise. Therefore, Parikh et al. fails to teach an 
interface near the premise of the user. 

Katseff et al. automatic answering telephone system teaches an interface near 
the premise of the user (Sections 0013-0015). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate an interface 
near the premise of the user as taught by Katseff et al. into Parikh et al. call 
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management system in order to increase safety and restrict unwanted calls (Section 
0010). 

Regarding claim 24, the combination including Parikh et al. teaches further 
comprising performing at least one selected communications function after the selection 
(Col. 3 line 60-Col. 4 line 38). 

Regarding claim 30, the combination including Parikh et al. teaches wherein one 
of the communications functions includes opening a communications link and placing 
the caller on hold (Fig. 7b). 

3. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Parikh etal. (US Pat# 6,408,177) in view of Katseff etal. (US Pat Appl# 2001/0028703) 
and in further view of Farshi (US Pat Appl# 2004/0242285). 

Regarding claim 2, Parikh et al. call management system in view of Katseff et al. 
automatic answering telephone system teaches the limitations in claim 1. Katseff 
teaches an arrangement configured to activate the restrictive operating mode in 
accordance with a user input 302 (Fig. 3, Sections 0013-0014 and 0024). Both Katseff 
and Parikh et al. fails to teach about a vehicle-mounted device. 

Farshi's mobile phone support apparatus teaches a vehicle-mounted device (Fig. 
1 and Section 0008). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate a vehicle- 
mounted device as taught by Farshi into an interface near the premise of the user as 
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taught Parikh et al. in view of Katseff et al. call management system in order to increase 

safety for car drivers (Sections 0003 and 0005). 

Regarding claim 3, the combination including Parikh et al. teaches comprising at 
least one of (a) a manual activation device (Col. 3 line 60-Col. 4 line 38) and (b) a 
voice-control system (Col. 1 lines 30-51), the at least one of (a) the manual activation 
device and (b) the voice-control system configured to receive the user input (Col. 3 line 
60-Col. 4 line 38 and Col. 1 lines 30-51). 

4. Claims 10, 12-14, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Shelton et al. (EP 095521 0A2) in view of Martell et al. (US Pat# 

6,917,876). 

Regarding claim 10, Shelton et al. situational feature suppression system 
teaches a radio interface configured to wirelessly connect to a radio communications 
network and to establish a corresponding communications link (Section 0006 and 
0007); and an arrangement configured to detect at least one of (a) a first traffic 
situation and (b) a second traffic situation, to define a radio communication as 
incapable of being performed in accordance with a detection of the first traffic situation 
(Sections 0023 and 0014), and to define the radio communication as capable of being 
performed in accordance with a detection of the second traffic situation (Section 0023); 
wherein the arrangement is configured to evaluate, data from at least one of (a) a 
navigation system 5 (Fig. 1), to determine at least one of (a) first sections of a route 
with first traffic situations (Section 0023). Shelton et al. fails to teach a predefined 
route. 
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Martell et al. route guidance for vehicles teaches a predefined route (Col. 3 lines 
27-47). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate a predefined 
route as taught by Martell et al. into Shelton et al. situational feature suppression 
system in order to make the system more user friendly (Col. 2 lines 24-34). 

Regarding claim 12, Shelton et al. teaches wherein the arrangement is 
configured to evaluate a current traffic situation as a function of data from at least one 
of (a) at least one driver assistance system 9 (Fig. 1) and (b) at least one vehicle 
sensor to presence of the first traffic situation or the second traffic (Section 0023). 

Regarding claim 13, Shelton et al. teaches wherein the at least one driver 
assistance system includes at least one of (a) an anti-lock brake system 9 (Fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 14, Shelton et al. teaches wherein the arrangement is 
configured to determine an anticipated time period for the detected traffic situation 
(Section 0023). 

Regarding claim 27, Shelton et al. teaches evaluating data as a function to detect 
at least one of (a) first sections of a route with first traffic situations (Sections 0023 and 
0014) and (b) second sections of the route with second traffic situations, to define a 
radio communication on the first sections of the route as incapable of being performed, 
and to define a radio communication on the second sections of the route as capable of 
being performed (Sections 0023 and 0014). Shelton et al. fails to teach a predefined 
route. 
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Martell et al. route guidance for vehicles teaches a predefined route (Col. 3 lines 
27-47). 

5. Claims 15 and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shelton et al. (EP 095521 0A2) in view of Martell et al. (US Pat# 6,917,876) and 
further in view of Parikh et al. (US Pat# 6,408,177). 

Regarding claim 15, Shelton et al. situational feature suppression system in view 
of Martell et al. route guidance for vehicles teaches the limitations claim 10. Shelton et 
al. teaches further comprising a user interface including an arrangement configured to 
restrict, in a restrictive operating mode, a functionality of the radio interface to the 
wireless communication to the radio communications network (Section 0012) and an 
arrangement configured to detect the traffic situations configured to activate the 
restrictive operating mode in accordance with a presence of the first traffic situation 
(Section 0023). Shelton et al. and Martell et al. fails to teach communication functions 
selected by the user. 

Parikh et al. call management system teaches an arrangement configured to 
display (Col. 2 lines 57-61), when there is a call in the restrictive operating mode, an 
operating mode with restricted functionality to a user and to make available a plurality 
of communications functions, at least one communications function selectable by the 
user; and an arrangement configured to activate a selected communications function 
(Col. 3 line 60-Col. 4 line 38). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate 
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communication functions selected by the user as taught by Parikh et al. into a 
predefined route as taught by Martell et al. into Shelton et al. situational feature 
suppression system in order to offer additional flexibility to the user (Col. 2 lines 18-35). 

Regarding claim 20, Parikh et al. further teaches further comprising an operator 
interface configured to receive an input of desired communications links from the user 
(Col. 1 lines 30-51). 

Regarding claim 21, Shelton et al. further teaches further comprising an 
arrangement configured to assign at least one desired communications link input to at 
least one of the second sections of a route and to output the at least one desired 
communications link as a communications proposal (Section 0023). 

Regarding claim 22, Shelton et al. further teaches further comprising an 
arrangement configured to establish the desired communications link after acceptance 
of the communications proposal when a corresponding section of the route is reached 
(Section 0006 and 0023). 

6. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shelton 
et al. (EP 095521 0A2) in view of Martell et al. (US Pat# 6,917,876) and further in view of 
Parikh et al. (US Pat# 6,408,177) as applied to claim 15 above, and further in view of 
Chua et al. (US PatAppl# 2004/0121783). 

Regarding claim 16, the combination of Shelton et al. in view of Martell et al. and 
further in view of Parikh et al. teaches the limitations in claim 15. Both Shelton et al., 
Martell et al., and Parikh et al. fail to teach displaying a cause to the user. 
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Chua et al. system for enabling safe hands-free operation of a wireless telephone 
in a vehicle teaches wherein the user interface is configured to display to the caller at 
least one of (a) a cause (0047). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate displaying a 
cause to the user as taught by Chua et al. into communication functions selected by 
the user as taught by Shelton et al. into a predefined route as taught by Martell et al. 
into Parikh et al. situational feature suppression system in order to reduce the number 
of driving accidents (Section 0004). 

7. Claims 17-19 and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Shelton et al. (EP 09552 10A2) in view Martell et al. (US Pat# 
6,917,876) and further in view of Sheha et al. (US Pat Appl# 2005/00751 1 9). 

Regarding claim 17, Shelton et al. situational feature suppression system 
teaches Shelton et al. situational feature suppression system teaches a radio interface 
configured to wirelessly connect to a radio communications network and to establish a 
corresponding communications link (Section 0006 and 0007); and an arrangement 
configured to detect at least one of (a) a first traffic situation and (b) a second traffic 
situation, to define a radio communication as incapable of being performed in 
accordance with a detection of the first traffic situation (Sections 0023 and 0014), and 
to define the radio communication as capable of being performed in accordance with a 
detection of the second traffic situation (Section 0023); wherein the arrangement is 
configured to evaluate, data from at least one of (a) a navigation system 5 (Fig. 1), to 
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determine at least one of (a) first sections of a route with first traffic situations (Section 
0023). Shelton et al. fails to teach a predefined route and display user travel. 

Martell et al. route guidance for vehicles teaches a predefined route (Col. 3 lines 
27-47). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate a predefined 
route as taught by Martell et al. into Shelton et al. situational feature suppression 
system in order to make the system more user friendly (Col. 2 lines 24-34). 

Both Martell et al. and Shelton et al. fails to teach a display user travel. 

Sheha et al. predictive route generation system teaches further comprising a 
display unit configured to display to a user travel over at least one of (a) the first 
section (Section 001 1) (b) the second section of the route and an anticipated time 
period for travel (Section 0028). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate displaying 
user travel into a predefined route as taught by Martell et al. into Shelton et al. 
situational feature suppression system in order to improve location updates and route 
information (Section 0010). 

Regarding claim 18, Sheha et al. teaches further comprising a memory 
configured to store information relating to an existing communications link before the 
first section of a route is reached (Section 0095). 
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Regarding claim 19, Sheha et al. further teaches further comprising an 
arrangement configured to restore the communications link after the first section has 
been traveled through by call of the stored information (Section 0095). 

Regarding claim 28, Shelton et al. teaches evaluating data as a function to detect 
at least one of (a) a first sections of a route with traffic situation situations and (b) 
second sections of the route with second traffic situations, to define a radio 
communication on the first sections of the route as incapable of being performed, 
(Sections 0023 and 0014), and to define a radio communication on the second 
sections of the route as capable of being performed (Section 0023). Shelton et al. fails 
to teach a predefined route and a communications proposal. 

Martell et al. teaches a predefined route (Col. 3 lines 27-47). 

Both Martell et al. and Shelton et al. fails to teach a communications proposal. 

Sheha et al. teaches further comprising: receiving information input from a user 
about at least one communications link that is to be maintained during a subsequent 
journey and that is assigned to at least one of the detected, second sections of the 
route; and outputting a communications proposal (Sections 0011-0028). 

Regarding claim 29, Sheha et al. further teaches further comprising establishing 
a desired communications link after acceptance of the communications proposal and 
when a corresponding second section of the route is reached (Sections 0011-0028). 
8. Claims 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Parikh et al. (US Pat# 6,408,177) in view of Katseff et al. (US Pat Appl# 2001/0028703) 
and further in view of Shelton et al. (EP 095521 0A2). 
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Regarding claim 25, Parikh et al. call management system in view of Katseff et 
al. automatic answering telephone system teaches the limitations in claim 23. Parikh 
et al. and Katseff et al. fail to teach about activating the restrictive mode by a traffic 
situation. 

Shelton et al. situational feature suppression system teaches further comprising 
activating the restrictive operating mode by at least one of the communications system 
as a function of a presence of predefined traffic situations (Section 0006 and 0023). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate about 
activating the restrictive mode by a traffic situation as taught by Shelton et al. into an 
interface near the premise of the user as taught by Parikh et al. in view of Katseff et al. 
call management system in order to increase safety in driving cars (Section 0002 and 
0005). 

Regarding claim 26, the combination including Shelton et al. teaches further 
comprising detecting the presence of the predefined traffic situations by evaluating 
data from at least one of (a) a navigation system 5 (Fig. 1). 

9. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Parikh et 
al. (US Pat# 6,408,177) in view of Katseff et al. (US Pat Appl# 2001/0028703) as 
applied to claim 1 and further in view of Shelton et al. (EP 09552 10A2). 

Regarding claim 31, Parikh et al. call management system in view of Katseff et 

al. automatic answering telephone system teaches the limitations in claim 1 . Katseff et 

al. and Parikh et al. fails to teach a traffic situation. 
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Shelton et al. situational feature suppression system teaches an arrangement 
configured to determine the operating mode in accordance with at least one traffic 
situation (Sections 0023-0026). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate a traffic 
situation as taught by Shelton et al. into an interface near the premise of the user as 
taught by Katseff et al. into Parikh et al. call management system in order to increase 
safety (Section 0002). 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-10 and 12-31 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew Wendell whose telephone number is 571-272- 
0557. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nay Maung can be reached on 571-272-7882. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. - 




Andrew Wendell 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2618 



7/11/2006 




